
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMIN/\lION FORM 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

This form should be completed b) following the instructions prol ided in Section IV of the JJ) Form Instructional tjuiddlook. 

SECTIO"l I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
A.	 REPORT COMPLETlO:,\/ DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): July 28, 2008 

B.	 DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND :\lUMBER: Wilmington, Rinrtrack Corssing, SAW-2008-02197 

C. PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROU:\ID INFORMATION: The project site is located on Old Rockford St.• and is 

hounded bv Hillcrest Dr. to the north and HWY 52 bypass to the south. in Surry County, j\'t. Airv, North Carolina. Aquatic 

features on site drain to Laville Creek in the Yadkin River basin. This permit verification allows for 257 linear fcc,t of 

permanent stream channel impacts to UT to Laville Creek from fill associated with the construction ofa Medical Office 

Complex as depicted on site plans received bv the USACE on .June 26. 2008. The stream channel was deemed 

unimportant/intermittent. therefore no mitigation is required for this proposal. 
Stat<:: North Carolina County/parish/bof\lugh: Sun) City: Mt. Airy
 
Center coordinates of site (Iat/long in degree decimal format): Lat. 36..+8752° N. Long. -80.6110° W.
 

Unil'ersal Transverse Mercator: 

Name of nearest II aterbody: LOl'i lie Creek
 
1\ame of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (1'NW) into \I'hich the aquatic resource nOlI's: Ararat River
 
:'\lame of Ivatershed or HYdrolo"ic Unit Code (HUC): Yadkin
 
~ Check if map/diagr,;m ofr~l'iell' area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request.
 
o	 Check if othcr sites (e.g.. offsite mitigation sites. disposal sites. etc ... ) are associated Ilith thi, action and are recordcd on a dirrcrent .II) 

form. 

D.	 REVIEW PERFORM ED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
~ Otlice (Desk) Detcrmination. Date: July 28. 2008 
o	 Field Determination. Date(s): 

SECTION II: SUMMARY OF FI"IDINGS 
A.	 RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATlO!\' OF JURISDICTION. 

There Appear to be no "nm'igable waters a/the 1.S." Ilithin Rilers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined b) 33 C!'R part 329) in thc 
rel'iell' area. IRequired] 

o	 Waters subject to the cbb and nOlI of the tide. 
o	 Waters are 'prescntly used. or hal'e been used in the past. or may be susceptible for use to transport interstatc or forcign COIllmercc. 

Explain: 

B.	 C\VA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JlIRISDICTlON. 

There Are "11'(iters o/the ['S" Ivithin Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the rel'iell' area. Il?equiredl 

I.	 Waters of the U.S. 
a.	 Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): I 

o 1']'\Ws. including territorial seas 
o Wetlands adjacent to Ti\'Ws
 
~ Relatively p~rmancnt \\,aters2 (RPWs) that 110\\' directly or indirectly into mws
 
o Non-RPWs that tl011' directll' or indirectlY into mws 
o Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that 11;11' directly or indirectly into mws 
o Wetlands adjacent 10 but not directly abutting RPWs that 1'1011 directly or indirectly into TNWs 
o Wetlands adjacent 10 non-RPWs that tlOIY directll or indirectlY into T)\;Ws 
o Impoundme~ts ofj urisdictional IYaters . 
o Isolated (interstate or intrastate) Ilaters. including isolated Ivetlands 

b.	 Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area:
 
Non-wetland waters: 257 linear feet: 3 width (tt) and/or acres.
 
Wetlands: acres.
 

c.	 Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on: Established by OH\VM.
 
E!elation of established OHWM (ifknown):
 

I Bo,es checked bela\\' shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections III Section III beloll'.
 
, Fnr purposes of this form. an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flaIl'S year-round or has el1ntinuolls 110\\ at kast "seasonally" (e g .
 
I'pically 3 months)
 



2.	 J'on-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 
o	 Potcntially jurisdictional waters and/or \\ctlands \\ere assessed \\ithin the Ic'\'iew area and determined to be nOljurisdictiolwl. 

Explain: 

, Supporting documentation is presented in Sectipn IIIF 



SECTION III: CWA ANALYSIS 

A.	 TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TN\\'s and wetlands adjacent to TN\\'s. If the aquatic resource is a TN\V, complete Section 
III.A.I and Section I1I.D.t. only:: if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TN\V, complete Sections III.A.I and 2 and Section 
III.D.t.; otherwise, see Section I1LB below. 

1.	 T:\W
 
Identify 1:\W:
 

Summarize rationale supporting determination: 

2.	 Wetland adjacent to TNW
 
SummariZe rationale supporting conclusion that \vctland is "adjacent"':
 

B.	 CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS AD.JACEI\'T WETL\]'WS (IF ANY): 

This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps determine 
whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met. 

The agencies will assert jurisdicltion over non-nal'igable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are "relatively permanent waters" 
(RPWs), Le. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 months). A wetland 
that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round (perennial) flow, skip to 
Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, skip to Section III.DA. 

A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and EPA 
regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a relatively 
permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even though a significant 
nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

If the waterbody· is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 
waterhody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must consider 
the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for analytical purposes, 
the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is the tributary, or its adjacent 
wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section IILB.I for the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any 
onsite wetlands, and Section IILB.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite and offsite. The determination whether a 
significant nexus exists is determined in Section IILC below. 

I.	 Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i)	 General Area Conditions:
 
Watershed siZe: <5 acres
 
Drainage area: <5 acres
 
!herage annual rainfall: 45 inches
 
Average annual sno\l-fall: 10 inches
 

(ii)	 Physical Characteristics: 
(a)	 Relationship \1 ith TNW: 

o Tributary flows directh into TNW.
 
~ Tributar) flO\IS through 2 tributaries before entering mw.
 

Project Ilaters are 1-2 river miles 11'om TNW. 
Project waters arc 1 (or less) river miles from RPW, 
Project \vaters arc 1-2 aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 
Project \Iaters arc 1 (or less) aerial (straight) milcs from RPW. 
Project waters cross pr sene as state boundarieS. Explain: 

Jdentili now route to Tr-;W': UT to Loville Creek to Ararat River.
 
Tributary stream order. ifkno\ln: I.
 

(b)	 General Tributan' Characteristics (check all that arph):
 
Tributary is: ~ Natural
 

, Note that the Instructional Guidehook comains additional infonnatipn regarding swales. ditches. washes. and erosional features generally and in the arid West 
'FIO\\ route can he desmhed hy identifying. e.g .. trihutary a. which llo\vs through the reI \e\v area. to tlow into tributary b. \\hich then 11o\ls IIltll TNW. 



o Artificial (man-made). Explain: 
o Manipulated (man-altered). Explain: 

Tributary propet1i,~s \\ ith respect to top of bank (estimate):
 
/herage width: 3 feel
 
A\erage depth: <I fed
 
A \erage side ,lopes: 2: I.
 

Primal'y trihutary substrate composition (check all that apply):
 
[2J Silts [ZJ Sands o Concrete
 o Cobbles 0 Gra\ 1."1	 o Muck o Bedrock 0 Ve£dation. Type/% coyer:o Other. Explain: -

Iributary condition/stability [e.g.. highly eroding. sloughing banks]. Explain: 
Presence of run/rime/pool complexes. Explain: 
Tributary geometry: Relatively straight 
Tributary gradient (approximate awrage slope): 0.1 0 0 

(c)	 f10\\:
 
Tributary pro\ides for: Intermittent but not seasonal flow
 
Estimate a\ erage number of flow e\ents in re\ie\\ are,tyear: 6-10
 

Describe flo\\ regime: Primarliy surface \\ater runolf and storm \\ater \\ith little or no ground \Yatcr input.. 
Other information on duration and \olume: 

Surface flo\\ is: Discrete and confined. Characteristics: Single channel. incised. 

Subsurface flo\\: No. Explain findings: 
o Dye (or other) test performed: 

Tributary has (check all that apply): 
[2J Bed and banks 
[2J 01 IWM 6 (check all indicators that apply): 

[ZJ	 clear. natural line impressed on the bank 0 the presence of Iitter and debris 
[ZJ	 changes in the character of soil 0 destruction of terrestrial \cgetation 
[ZJ	 shehin£ 0 the presence Of\\T:1Ck line 
[ZJ	 vegetation matted down. bent. or absent [ZJ sediment sorting 
[ZJ	 leaf litter disturbed or \\ashed a\\a\ [ZJ scour 
[ZJ	 sediment deposition . 0 multiple obser\ed or pn:dickd 110\\ nents 
o \\ater stainin£ 0 abrupt change in plant comlllunity 
o other (list): 

o Discontinuous OHWM 7 Explain: 

IHactors other than the OHWM \\ere used to determine lateral extent ofCWA jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
o	 High Tide Line indicatcd by: 0 Mcan I ligh Water ".Iark indicated by:
 

D oil or scum line along shore objects 0 sur\ey to mailable datum:
 
o	 fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore) 0 physical markings: 
o	 physical markings/characteristics 0 vegetation lines/changes in wgetation ty pes. 
o tidal gauges
 
o other (list):
 

(iii) Chemical Characteristics: 
Charactl."rize tributary (e.g.. \\ater color is clear. diseolorcd. oily film: \\<11er quality; general \\atershed eharackristics. etc.). Lxplain: 

IdentifY specific pollutants. ifkno\\Il: 

,./\ natural or man-made discontinuity In the OHWM docs not necessarily SC\U Jurisdiction (e g . \\ here the siream tcmporarIly !lO\\S underground. or \\ here the 
OHWM has been remo\'ed by dc\'clopment or agricultural practices) Where thcrc is a break m the 01 rWM thai IS unrclated to the \Y<lterbody's !lO\\' reg line (e g. !lO\\' 

o\'cr a rock outcrop or through a cul\'ert). the agencies \\illiook for indicators of flo\\ abo\'e and beltn\ the break 
"Ibid 



(iv)	 Biological Characteristics. Channel supports (check all that apply):
 
~ Riparian corridor. Characteristics (type. average width): narrow fi·inge.
 
~ Wetland frin£e. Characteristics:
 
D Habitat for: ~
 

D Federally Listed species. [xplain findings:
 
D Fish/spal\l1 areas. Explain findings:
 
D Other environmentally-sensitive species. Explain findings:
 
D Aquatic/wildlife dhersity. Explain findings:
 

2.	 Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TJ'o,'W that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

(i)	 Physical Characteristics: 
(a)	 General Wetland Characteristics: 

Properties:
 
Wetland size: acres
 
Wetland type. Explain:
 
Wetland quality. Explain:
 

Project \yetlands cross or sen'e as state boundaries. Explain: 

(b)	 General Flow Relationship with Non-TJ\'W:
 
Flow is: Pick List. Explain:
 

Surface now is: Pkk List
 
Characteristics:
 

Subsurface flow: Pick List. Explain findings:
 
D Dye (or other) test performed:
 

(c)	 Wetland Adjacencv Determination \\ith "lon-T"lW:
 
D Directlv abutting
 
D Not di;ectly abL~ting
 

D Discrete wetland hydrologic connection. Explain:
 
D Ecological connection. Explain:
 
D Separated by berm/barrier. bplain:
 

(d)	 Proximity (Relationship) to TNW
 
Project \\etlands are Pick List river miles from TNW.
 
Projcct waters arc Pick List acrial (straight) mill'S from TNW.
 
Flow is from: Pick List.
 
Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the Pick List floodplain.
 

(ii)	 Chemical Characteristics: 
Characterize wetland system (e.g.. water color is clear. brown. oil film on surface: water quality: general \yatershed characteristics: 

etc.). Explain:
 
Identify specific pollutants. if known:
 

(iii) Biological Characteristics. Wetland supports (check all that apply):
 
D Riparian buffer. Characteristics (type. averagc \\idth):
 
D Vegetation type/percent cOler. Explain:
 
D Habitat for:
 

D Federally Listecl species. bplain fIndings:
 
D Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:
 
D Other el1\"ironmentally-sensitive species. Explain fIndings:
 
D Aquatic/wildlife diversity. Explain findings:
 

3.	 Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any) 
All wetland(s) being considercd in the cumulati\'e analysis: Pick List 
Approximatel) ( ) acres in total arc being considered in the cumulative analysis. 



for each \yetland. specify the following: 

Directlv abuts') (Yn~ Size (in acres) Directh abuts') (Y"'I) 

Summarize oyerall biological. chemical and physical functions bcing performed: 

C.	 SIGNIFICANT '\IEXlJS DETERMINAnON 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed by any 
wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical. physical. and biological integrity of a TNW. 
For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in co mbination with all of its adjacent wetlands. has more 
than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW. Considerations when 
evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration. and frequency of the flow of water in the tributary and 
its proximity to a T:'IIW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent wetlands. It is not appropriate to determine 
significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a 
tributary and the T:'IIW). Similarly. the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of 
significant nexus. 

Draw connections between the ff'atures documented and the effects on the T;-./W, as identified in the Rapallos Guidance and discussed in 
the Instructional Guidebook. Fa,:tors to consider include, for example: 

•	 Docs the tributa!). in combination \Iith its adjacent \yetlands (if any). have the capacity to car!) pollutants or llood \Iaters to TNWs. or to 
reduce the amount of pollutants or llood waters reaching a TN W') 

•	 Does the tributa!). in combination with its adjacent \yetlands (if an:-). prmide habitat and likc:- cle support functions !(lr lish and othcr 
species. such as feeding. nesting. spalyning. or rearing young for species that arc present in the TN\\'" 

•	 Does the tributa!). in combination with its adjacent lIetlands (if an:-). haye the capacity to transkr nutrients and organic carbon that 
support dOll'tlstream food webs'.' 

•	 Does the tributa!)'. in combination \yith its adjacent lIetlands (if any). haye other relationships to the physical. chemical. or biologiCal 
integrity of the TNW') 

!'iote: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented below: 

I.	 Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into T!'iWs. 1C'\plain lindings 
of presence or absence ofsigniticant nexus below. based on the tributa!) itselL then go to Scction III.D: 

2.	 Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into T!'iWs. 
Explain findings of presence or absence of signiJicant nexus belelll. based on the tributa!) in combination lIith all of its adjaccnt IIctlands. 
then go to Section I1LD: 

3.	 Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Lxplain lindings o(prcscncc or 
absence ofsigniticant nexus helmy. based on the tribula!) in combination with all of its adjaccnt IIctlands. then go to Section III.D: 

D.	 DETERMI:'IIATIONS OF JlJRISDICnOll\AL FIl\'DINGS. THE Sl'BJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL THAT 
APPLY): 

1.	 TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands. Check all that apply and pro\ idc size estimates in revie\1 area:
 
D TNWs: linear feet \Iidth (ft). Or. acres.
 
D Wetlands adjacent to TNWs: acres.
 

2.	 RPWs that flow directlv or indirectly into T]\'Ws.
D Tributaries ofTh\V~ Idwre tribut~ries typically lloll' :- ear-round are jurisdictional. I'royidc data and rationalc indicating that tributary 

is perennial: 
I:8J Tributaries ofThW II'here tributaries haw continuous tll)\\ "seasonally" (e,g.. typically threc months caeh year) arc jurisdiction~i1. 

Data supporting this conclusion is proyided at Section III.B. Provide rationale indicating that tributa!) lloll's seasonally: Inl(lI'Illalion 
submitted by the consultant. 



Pro\'ide estimatc's rorjurisdietional waters in the rniew area (check all that apply):
 
IS:J Tributary waters: 380 linear feet 3 "idth (H).
 
D Other non-"etland 'Iaters: acres.
 

Jdentil) typc(s) of "atel's: 

3.	 Non-RPWs8 that flow direCitly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D	 Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RI'W. but flolls directly or indirectly into a TNW. and it has a signilicant ne:\us "ith a TNW is 

jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is pro' ided at Section Ill.C. 

Pro\'ide estimates for jurisdictional waters "ithin the rniew area (check all that ~lppl) ):
 
D Tributar\' "aters: linear I"cet width (ft).
 

D Other n~n-"etland ',aters: acres.
 
IdentiJ) type(s) of I,aters: 

4.	 Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.
 
D Wetlands directl\' abut RPW and thus are iurisdictional as adjacent "etlands.
 

D	 Wctlands di;ectly abutting an RPW ,,'here tributaries typicall) 110" year-round. Prolide data and rationale 
indicating that tributary is perennial in Section IIl.D.2. abo\'e. Pro,ide r~1tionale indicating that '\'elland is 
directly abutting an RPW: 

D Wetlands directly abutting an RPW II here tributaries typically flow "seasonally'-' Pro\'idc data indicating that tributary is 
seasonal in Section 111.8 and rationale in Section III.D.2. abolC. Prolide rationale indicating that Iletl,lIld is dircctl) abutting an 
RPW: 

Pro\'ide acreage estimalcs for jurisdictional "etlands in the reliell area: acres. 

5.	 Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D	 Wellands that do not directly abut an RPW. but when considered in combination I\'ith the tributary to "hich they arc adjaccm and Ilith 

similarly situated adjacent "'etlands. hale a significant nexus I,ith a T>-JW are jurisidictional. Dat'l sUflflorting this conclusion is 
pro'ided at Section Ill.C. 

Prol'ide acreage estimates for jurisdictional \\I:tlands in thc re\'iew area: acres. 

6.	 Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 
D	 Wetlands adjacent to such I\'aters. and ha\'c II hen considered in combination with the trihutary to "'hich they arc adjaccnt and I,ith 

similarly situated adjacent Iwtlands. haIC a signiJicant nnus I\'ith a TNW arc jurisdicti0nal. Data SUflporting this conclusion is 
pro\'ided at Section III.e. 

Pro\'ide estimates for jurisdictional I\'etlands in the rel'iell' area: aeres. 

7.	 Impoundments of jurisdictional waters. 9
 

As a general rule. the impoundment ofajurisdictional tributary remains.iurisdictional.
 
D Demonstrate that impoundment "as created from "I\'aters of the U.S ...· or
 
D Dcmonstrate that I\'ater meets the criteria for one of the categories presented abo\'e (1-6). or
 
D Demonstrate that I\'ater is isolated Ilith a ne:\us to commerce (see E heIOl').
 

E.	 ISOLATED IINTERST.\TE OR INTRA.-STATE] WATERS, INCLl.'DING ISOLATED WETLANDS, TIlE USE, DEGRADATION 
OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY SUCH WATERS (CHECK 
ALL THAT APPLy):lo 
D "hich arc or could he used by interstate or foreign tra\'elers for recreational or other purposes. 
D from "hich tish or shellfish are or could he taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 
D which arc or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 
D Interstate isolated I\'aters. E:\plain:
D Other factors. E:\plain: 

Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination:
 
l'r()\"ide estimates for jurisdictional Ilaters in the re\'iel\' area (check all that appl) ):
 

'Sec Footnote # 3, 
oj To complete the anal\sls refcr to the key in SectionlIID6 of the Instructional Guidebook, 
III Prior to asserting or dcclining CWA jurisdiction based ,solely on this category. Corps Districts will clc\'atc thc action to Corps and EPA IIQ for rc\'il'\\ 
consistent with thc process described in thc Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CW4 Act Jurisdiction Following RapllnO,\·. 



o Tributary waters: linear feet \\idth (ft). 
o Othcr non-\\etland \vaters: acres.
 

Identify type(s) of \\atcrs:
 
o	 Wctlands: acrcs. 

F.	 NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 
o	 [fpotcntial wetlands \vere assessed \vithin the review arca. thcsc arcas did not med the critcria in thc 1987 Corps of Icnginccrs Wctland 

Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements. 
o	 Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce. 

o	 Prior to the .Jan 200 1 Suprcme Court decision in ··511:-1.\'C(':· the review area would have becn regulated based ~ on the 
"Migratory Bird Rule" (MBR). 

o	 Waters do not meet thc "Significant Nexus" standard. where such a finding is required for jurisdiction. Explain: 
o	 Other: (explain. ifnot covered above): 

Provide acrcage cstimatcs for non·jurisdictional \vaters in the review arca. \vhere the sole potential basis ofjurisdiction is the MBR factors (i.e.. 
presence of migratory birds. presence of endangered species. use of water for irrigated agriculture). using best prolCssionaljudgment (c11l'ck all 
that apply): 
o	 Non·wetland \vaters (i.e.. rivers. streams): linear feet \vidth (tt). 
o	 Lakes/ponds: acres. 
o	 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic resource: 
o	 Wetlands: acres. 

Provide acreage estimatcs for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not mcet the "Significant Nexus" standard. where such a 
finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 
o	 Non-wetland \vaters (i.e., rivers. streams): linear feet. \vidth (tt). 
o	 l.akes/ponds: acres. 
o	 Other non-wetland waters: acres. List type of aquatic rcsource: 
o	 Wetlands: acres. 

SECTION IV:	 DATA SOURCES. 

A. SUPPORTIl\G DATA. Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - chcckcd itcms shall bc includcd in case file and. \vhcre checked and 
rcqucsted. appropriately refercnce sources below):
 
[gI Maps. plans. plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:
 
[gI Data sheets prcpared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant.
 

~ Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report. 
o Office does not concur with data shcets/delineation report. 

o	 Data sheets prepared by the Corps: 
o	 Corps navigable waters' study: 
o	 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: 

o USGS NHD data. 
o USGS 8 and 12 digit HUe maps.
 

[gI U.S. Gcological Suney map( s). Cite scale & quad name:
 
[gI USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation:
 
o	 National wctlands il1\'entory map(s). Cite name: 
o	 State/Local wctland inventory map(s): 
o	 FEMA/FIRM maps: o	 lOa-year Floodplain Elevation is: (National Geodectic Vertical Datum of 1929) 
[gI	 Photographs: 0 Aerial (Name & Date):
 

or ~ Other (Name & Date):
 
o	 Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response lettcr: 
o	 Applicable/supporting case law: 
o	 Applicable/supporting scientific literature: 
o	 Other information (please specify): 

B. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD: 


